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Dear Mr. Kingsley

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No.

No. DPR-19 and Amendment No. 167 to Facility Operating
Nuclear Power Station, Units 2 and 3; Amendment
181 to Facility Opera
1 and 2; and Amendment No.

DPR-29 and Ame

Cities Nuclear Power Station, Units
License No. NPF-11
for the LaSalle County Station, Units 1

.
.

ndment No.

and Amendment No. 117
and 2, respectively. The amehdments are in response

to your application dated December 17, 1998.

The amendments revise the respective facility
Limiting Condition for Operations that provides
testing required to return equipment to service

A copy of the Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. The Notice of Issuance will be included in the

Commission's biweekly Federal Register notice.
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TO RECEIVE A COPY OF THIS DOCUNE

OFFICE

Mr. Oliver D. Kingsley, President
Nuclear Generation Group
Commonwealth Edison Company
Executive Towers West il

1400 Opus Place, Suite 500
Downers Grove, IL 60515

SUBJECT:

FUVIRNSRRNICHER 5. X~ -2 PN B

MA4392, MA4410, AND MA4411)

Dear Mr. Kingsley:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No.

No. DPR-18 and Amendment No.

Nuclear Power Station, Units 2 and 3; Amendment No.

DPR-29 and Amendment No.

Cities Nuclear Power Station, Units 1 and 2; and Amendment No.
License No. NPF-11 and Amendment No.

ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENTS (TAC NOS. MA4389, MA4390, MA4391,

to Facility Operating License

to Facility Operating License No. DPR-25 for Dresden

to Facility Operating License No.

to Facility Operating License No. DPR-30 for the Quad
to Facility Operating
to Facility Operating License No. NPF-18

for the LaSalle County Station, Units 1 and 2, respectively. The amendments are in response
to your application dated December 17, 1998.

The amendments revise the respective facility Technical Specifications (TS) by adding a new
Limiting Condition for Operations that prowdes an administrative enhancement by allowing
testing required to return equipment to service to be conducted under administrative controls.

A copy of the Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. The Notice of Issuance will be included in the
Commission's biweekly Federal Register notice.

Sincerely,

Robert M. Pulsifer, Project Manager
Project Directorate 1li-2
Division of Reactor Projects - lil/IV

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. 50-237, 50-249, 50-254, 50-265,

50-373, 50-374

Enclosures: 1
2
3
4.
5
<]
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March 16. 1999

Mr. Oliver D. Kingsley, President
Nuclear Generation Group
Commonwealth Edison Company
Executive Towers West lii

1400 Opus Place, Suite 500
Downers Grove, IL 60515

SUBJECT: ISSUANCE OF AMENDMENTS (TAC NOS. MA4389, MA4390, MA4391,
MA4392, MA4410, AND MA4411) ,

Dear Mr. Kingsley:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No.172 to Facility Operating License
No. DPR-19 and Amendment No. 167 to Facility Operating License No. DPR-25 for Dresden
Nuclear Power Station, Units 2 and 3; Amendment No. 184 to Facility Operating License No.
DPR-29 and Amendment No. 181 to Facility Operating License No. DPR-30 for the Quad
Cities Nuclear Power Station, Units 1 and 2; and Amendment No. 132 1o Facility Operating
License No. NPF-11 and Amendment No. 11 7 to Facility Operating License No. NPF-18
for the LaSalle County Station, Units 1 and 2, respectively. The amendments are in response
to your applic. .on dated December 17, 1998.

The amendmets revise the respective facility Technical Specifications (TS) by adding a new
Limiting Conc.sion for Operations that provides an administrative enhancement by allowing
testing 1= ;uired to return equipment to service to be conducted under administrative controls.

A copy of the Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. The Notice of Issuance will be included in the
Commission's biweekly Federal Register notice.

Sincerely,

[ nds

Robert M. Pulsifer, Project Manager
Project Directorate 1i-2

Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. 50-237, 50-249, 50-254, 50-265.
50-373, 50-374

Enclosures: 1. Amendment No. 172 to DPR-19
2. Amendment No. 167 to DPR-25
3. Amendment No. 184 to DPR-28
4. Amendment No. 181 to DPR-30
5. Amendment No. 132 to NPF-11
6. AmendmentNo. ‘17 to NPF-18
7

. Safety Evaluation

cc wiencls: See next page



0. Kingsley
Commonwealth Edison Company

cc

Commonwealth Edison Company
Site Vice President - Dresden
6500 N. Dresden Road

Morris, Illinois 60450-9765

Commonwealth Edison Company
Dresden Station Manager

6500 N. Dresden Road

Morris, lllinois 60450-9765

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Dresden Resident Inspectors Office
6500 N. Dresden Road

Morris, lllinois 60450-9766

william D. Leach

Manager - Nuclear
MidAmerican Energy Company
907 Walnut Street

P.O. Box 657

Des Moines, lowa 50303

Vice President - Law and
Regulatory Affairs

MidAmerican Energy Company

One River Center Place

106 E. Second Street

P.O. Box 4350

Davenport, lowa 52808

Chairman
Rock Island County Board
of Supervisors
1504 3rd Avenue
Rock Istand County Office Bldg.
Rock Island, lllinois 61201

Regional Administrator
U.S. NRC, Region lil

801 Warrenville Road
Lisle, lllinois 60532-4351
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Dresden Nuclear Power Station
Units 2 and 3 :

Quad Cities Nuclear Power Station
Units 1 and 2

lWinois Department of Nuclear Safety
Office of Nuclear Facility Safety
1035 Outer Park Drive

Springfield, lllinois 62704

Chairman

Grundy County Board
Administration Building
1320 Union Street
Morris, Hlinois 60450

Commonwealth Edison Company
Site Vice President - Quad Cities
22710 206th Avenue N.

Cordova. lllinois 61242-9740 -

Commonwealth Edison Company
Quad Cities Station Manager
22710 206th Avenue N.

Cordova, lllinois 61242-9740

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commussion
Quad Cities Resident Inspectors Office
22712 206th Avenue N. -
Cordova. lllinois 61242

Document Control Desk-Licensing
Commonwealth Edison Company
1400 Opus Place, Suite 400
Downers Grove, lllinois 60515

Mr. David Helwig

Senior Vice President
Commonwealth Edison Company
Executive Towers West il

1400 Opus Place, Suite 900
Downers Grove, lllinois 60515



0. Kingsley
Commonwealth Edison Company -2-

Mr. Gene H. Stanley

PWR Vice President
Commonwealth Edison Company
Executive Towers West |l|

1400 Opus Place, Suite 800
Downers Grove, lllinois 60515

Mr. Christopher Crane

BWR Vice President
Commonwealth Edison Company
Executive Towers West lll

1400 Opus Place. Suite 900
Downers Grove. lilinois 60515

Mr. R. M. Krich

Vice President - Regulatory Services
Commonwealth Edison Company
Executive Towers West Il|

1400 Opus Place, Suite 500
Downers Grove, lllinois 60515

Commonwealth Ec.son Company
Reg. Assurance Manager - Dresden
6500 N. Dresden Road -

Morris, lllinois 60450-9765

Commonwealth Edison Company

Reg. Assurance Supervisor - Quad Cities
22710 206th Avenue N.

Cordova, lllinois 61242-9740

Ms. Pamela B. Stroebel )
Senior Vice President and General Counsel
Commonwealth Edison Company

P.O. Box 767

Chicago, lllinois £0690-0767

Dresden Nuclear Power Station
Units 2 and 3

Quad Cities Nuclear Power Station
Units 1 and 2



O. Kingsley
Commonwealth Edison Company

€
cc:

Phillip P. Steptoe, Esquire
Sidley and Austin

One First National Plaza
Chicago, lllinois 60603

Assistant Attorney General
100 W. Randolph St. Suite 12
Chicago, lllinois 60601

U.S. NRC-LaSalle Resident Inspectors Office
2605 N. 21st Road
Marseilles, lllinois 61341-8756

Chairman

LaSalle County Board of Supervisors
LaSalle County Courthouse

Ottawa., lllinois 61350

Attorney General
500 S. Second Street
Springfield, lllinois 62701

Chairman

lllinois Commerce Commission

527 €. Capitol Avenue, Leland Building
Springfield, lilinois 62706

Hlinois Department of Nuclear Safety
Office of Nuclear Facility Safety
1035 Quter Park Drive

Springfield, lllinocis 62704

Regional Administrator
U.S. NRC, Region lll
801 Warrenville Road
Lisle, lllinois 60532-4351

Commonwealth Edison Company
LaSalle Station Manager

2601 N. 21st Road

Marseilles, lllinois 61341-9757

e i Mk et RO 4+ srn i i

LaSalle County Station
Units 1 and 2

Robert Cushing. Chief, Public Utilities Division
llinois Attorney General's Office

100 W. Randolph Street

Chicago. lliinois 60601

Document Control Desk-Licensing
Commonwealith Edison Company
1400 Opus Place, Suite 400
Downers Grove, lilinois 60515
Commonwealth Edison Company
Site Vice President - LaSalle

2601 N. 21st Road

Marseilles. lllinois 61341-9757

Mr. David Helwig

Senior Vice President
Commonwealth Edison Company
Executive Towers West il

1400 Opus Place, Suite 900
Downers Grove, lllinois 60515

Mr. Gene H. Stanley

PWR Vice President
Commonwealth Edison Company
Executive Towers West Ili

1400 Opus Place, Suite 900
Downers Grove, lilinois 60515

Mr. Christopher Crane

BWR Vice President
Commonwealth Edison Company
Executive Towers West Il

1400 Opus Place, Suite 900
Downers Grove, lllinois 60515



O. Kingsley
Commonwealth Edison Company

Mr. R. M. Krich 4

Vice President - Regulatory Services
Commonwealth Edison Company
Executive Towers West Ili

1400 Opus Place, Suite 500
Downers Grove, lllinois 60515

Commonwealth Edison Company
Reg. Assurance Supervisor - LaSalle
2601 N. 21st Road

Marseilles, lilinois 61341-9757

Ms. Pamela B. Stroebel

Senior Vice President and General Counsel
Commonwealth Edison Company -
P.O. Box 767

Chicago, lllinois 60690-0767
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LaSaile County Station
-2- Units 1 and 2



UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 205350001

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-237

DRESDEN NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 172

License No. DPR-19

14

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A

D.

E.

The application for amendment by the Commonwealth Edison Company
(the licensee) dated December 17, 1898, complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and
the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I,

The facility will operate in conformity with the application, the provisions of the
Act and the rules and regulations of the Commission;

There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by this
amendment can be conducted without endangering the health and safety of the
public, and (i) that such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations;

The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public; and

The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the
Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have been satisfied.

2. Accordingly. the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifications as
indicated in the attachment to this license amendment and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility
Operating License No. DPR-18 is hereby amended to read as follows:

9903230317 990316
gDR ADOCK 05008%37
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(2) chnical ification

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as ravised through
Amendment No. 172, are hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee
shall operate the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance and shall be
implemented within 60 days.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
P -

e VR - T

Lawrence W. Rossbach, Project Manager
Project Directorate lil-2

Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: March 16, 1959
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C 205550001

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-249
DRESDEN NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT 3

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 167
License No. DPR-25

»

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A

E.

The application for amendment by the Commonwealth Edison Company
(the licensee) dated December 17, 1998, complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and
the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I,

The facility will operate in conformity with the application, the provisions of the
Act and the rules and regulations of the Commission;

There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by this
amendment can be conducted without endangering the heaith and safety of the
public, and (ii) that such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations;

The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and -
security ~r to the health and safety of the public; and

The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the
Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have been satisfied.

Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifications as
indicated in the attachment to this license amendment and paragraph 3.B. of Facility
Operating License No. DPR-25 is hereby amended to read as follows:
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B. Technical cification

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised through
Amendment No. 167, are hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee
shall operate the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance and shall be
implemented within 60 days.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

-~ -
L </
- ’
K

e - ’ : -
S p— JEPN—

Lawrence W. Rossbach, Project Manager
Project Directorate 111-2

Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: March 16, 1399



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NOS. 172 AND 167

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NOS. DPR-19 AND DPR-25

€

DOCKET NOS. 50-237 AND 50-249

Revise the Appendix A Technical Specifications by removing the pages identified below and
inserting the attached pages. The revised pages are identified by the captioned amendment
number an¢ contain marginal lines indicating the area of change.

REMOVE INSERT
3/4.0-1 3/4.0-1
B3/4.0-3 , B3/4.0-3

------- B3/4.0-3a
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Applicability 3/4.0

3.0 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

A. Compliance with the Limiting Conditions for Operation contained in the succeeding
Specifications is required during the OPERATIONAL MODE(s) or other conditions specified
therein: except that upon failure to meet the Limiting Conditions for Operation, the
associated ACTION requirements shall be met, except as provided in Specification 3.0.E. |

B. Noncompliance with a Specification shall exist when the requirements of the Limiting
Condition for Operation and associated ACTION requirements are not met within the
specified time interval, except as provided in Specification 3.0.E. If the Limiting Condition
for Operation is restored prior to expiration of the specified time intervals, completion of
the ACTION requirements is not required.

C. When a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met, except as provided in the associated
ACTION requirements, within one hour ACTION shall be initiated to place the unit in an
OPERATIONAL MODE in which the Specification does not apply by placing it, as
applicable, in:

1. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours, and
2. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.

Where corrective measures are completed that permit operation under the ACTION
requirements, the ACTION may be taken in accordance with the specified time limits as
measured from the time of failure to meet the Limiting Condition for Operation. -
Exceptions to these requirements are stated in the individua! Specifications.

This Specification is not aj plicable in OPERATIONAL MODE 4 or 5.

D. When an LCO is not met, entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the
Applicability shall not be made except when the associated ACTIONS to be entered permit
continued operation in the MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability for an
unlimited period of time. This Specification shall not prevent changes in MODES or other
specified conditions in the Applicability that are required to comply with ACTIONS.
Exceptions to these requirements are stated in the individual Specifications.

E. Equipment removed from service or declared inoperable to comply with ACTIONS may be
returned to service under administrative control solely to perform testing required to
demonstrate its OPERABILITY or the OPERABILITY of other equipment. This is an
exception to Specification 3.0.A and 3.0.B for the system returned to service under
administrative control to perform the testing required to demonstrate OPERABILITY.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 3/4.0-1 Amendment Nos. 172, 167
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Applicability B 3/4.0

BASES

requirements of the Limiting Condition for Operation are not met. If the new specification
becomes applicable in less time than specified, the difference may be added to the allowable
outage time limits of the second specification. However, the allowable outage time limits of
ACTION requirements for a higher MODE of operation may not be used to extend the allowable
outage time that is applicable when a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met in a lower MODE

of operation.

The shutdown requirements of Specification 3.0.C do not apply in MODES 4 or 5, because the
ACTION requirements of individual specifications define the remedial measures to be taken.

Specification 3.0.D establishes limitations on a change in OPERATIONAL MODE(s) when a Limiting
Condition for Operation is not met. It precludes placing the facility in a higher MODE of operation
when the requirements for a Limiting Condition for Operation are not met and continued
noncompliance to these conditions would result in placing the plant in an OPERATIONAL MODE or
other specified condition of operation in which the Limiting Condition for Operation does not apply
to comply with the ACTION requirements if a change in MODE(s) were permitted. The purpose of
this specification is to ensure that facility operation is not initiated or that higher MODE(s) of
operation or other specified conditions are not entered when corrective ACTION is being taken to
obtain compliance with a specification by restoring equipment to OPERABLE status or parameters
to specified limits. Compliance with ACTION requirements that permit continued operation of the
facility for an unlimited period of time provides an acceptable level of safety for continued
operation without regard to the status of the plant before or after a change in OPERATIONAL
MODE(s). Therefore, in this case, entry into an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition
may be made in accordance with the provisions of the ACTION requirements. The provisions of
this specification should not, however, be interpreted as endorsing the failure to exercise good
practice in restoring systems or components to OPERABLE status before plant startup.

When a shutdown is required to comply with ACTION requirements, the provisions of Specification
3.0.D do not apply because they would delay placing the facility in a lower MODE of operation.

Specification 3.0.E establishes the allowance for restoring equipment tu service under
administrative controls when it has been removed from service or declared inoperable to comply
with ACTIONS. The sole purpose of this Specification is to provide an exception to Specifications

3.0.A and 3.0.B (e.g., to not comply with the applicable Action(s)) to allow the performance of
Surveillance Requirements to demonstrate:

a) The OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service; or
b) The OPERABILITY of other equipment.

The administrative controls ensure the time the equipment is returned to service in conflict with
the requirements of the ACTIONS is limited to the time absolutely necessary to perform the

DRESDEN - UNITS 2 & 3 B 3/4.0-3 Amendment Nos. 172, 167




Applicability B 3/4.0

BASES

allowed Surveillance Requirements. This Specification does not provide time to perform any other
preventative or corrective maintenance.

An example of demonstrating the OPRABILITY of the equipment being returned to service is
reopening a tainment isolation valve that has been closed to comply with Actions and must be
reopened tc ‘orm Surveillance Requirements.

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an inoperable channel or
trip system out of the tripped condition to prevent the trip function from occurring during the performance
of a Surveillance Requirement on another channel in the other trip system. A similar example of
demonstrating OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an inoperable channel or trip system out of
the tripped condition to permit the logic to function and indicate the appropriate response during the
performance of a Surveillance Requirement on another channel in the same trip system.

DRESDEN - UNITS 2& 3 B 3/4.0-3a Amendment Nos. 172, 167

|



\‘;l ﬂ[cul )
oL .,
o % UNITED STATES
< R % NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
e}:&; s \jz WASHINGTOP:L D.C. 205550001
1r,, ha “o
LY . .
COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY
AND
MIDAMERICAN ENERGY COMPANY
DOCKET NO. 50-254
QUAD CITIES NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT 1
AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE
Amendment No. 184
License No. DPR-29
1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commussion) has found that:

A The application for amendment by Commonwealth Edison Company
(the licensee) dated December 17, 1998, complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act) and
the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I,

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, the provisions of the
Act, and the rules and regulations of the Commission;

C. There is reasonable: assurance (i) that the activities authorized by this
amendment can be conducted without endangering the health and safety of the
public, and (ii) that such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations;

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public; and

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the
Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have been satisfied.

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifications as
indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, and paragraph 3.B. of Facility

Operating License No. DPR-29 is hereby amended to read as follows:

9903230321 990314
gDR ADOCK OSOO?%%?



B. Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as revised
through Amendment No. 184  are hereby incorporated in the license. The

licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with the Technical
Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance and shall be
implemented within 60 days.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

A %//ﬁ'«’z:Z e

Robert M. Pulsifer, Project Manager
Project Directorata {l-2

Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: March 16. 1999
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C. 205550001

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY

AND

MIDAMERICAN ENERGY COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-265

QUAD CITIES NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNIT 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 181
License No. DPR-30

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A

E

The application for amendment by Commonwealth Edison Company

(the licensee) dated December 17, 1998, complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act) and
the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I

The facility will operate in conformity with the application, the provisions of the
Act. and the rules and regulations of the Commission;

There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by this
amendment can be conducted without endangering the health and safety of the
public, and (i) that such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations;

The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public; and

The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the
Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have been satisfied.

Accordingly. the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifications as
indicated in the attachment to this license amendment, and paragraph 3.B. of Facility
Operating License No. DPR-30 is hereby amended to read as follows:



B. Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as revised
through Amendment No. 181, are hereby incorporated in the license. The
licensee shall operate the facility in accordance with the Technical
Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date ~f its issuance and shali be
implemented within 60 days.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

o
Lk )7*’{/:5274"/—/

obert M. Pulsifer, Project Manager
Project Directorate il-2

Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

’

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: March 6, 1999



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NOS. 184 AND 181

FACILITY QPERATING LICENSE NOS. DPR-29 AND DPR-30
DOCKET NOS. 50-254 AND 50-265

Revise the Appendix A Technical Specifications by removing the pages identified below and
inserting the attached pages. The revised pages are identified by the captioned amendment
number and contain marginal lines indicating the area of change.

REMOVE INSERT
3/4.0-1 3/4.0-1
B3/4.0-3 B3/4.0-3

....... B3/4.0-3a



Applicability 3/4.0

3.0 - LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

A. Compliance with the Limiting Conditions for Operation contained in the succeeding
Specifications is required during the OPERATIONAL MODE(s) or other conditions specified
therein; except that upon failure to meet the Limiting Conditions for Operation, the associated
ACTION requirements shall be met, except as provided in Specification 3.0.E. |

B. Noncompliance with a Specification shall exist when the requirements of the Limiting Condition
for Operation and associated ACTION requirements are not met within the specified time
intervals, except as provided in Specification 3.0.E. If the Limiting Condition for Operation is |
restored prior to expiration of the specified time intervals, completion of the ACTION
requirements is not required. ,

C. When a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met, except as provided in the associated
ACTION requirements, within one hour ACTION shall be initiated to place the unit in an
OPERATIONAL MODE in which the Specification does not apply by placing it, as applicable, in:

1. Atleast HOT SHUTDOWN within the next 12 hours, and
2. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.

Where corrective measures are completed that permit operation under the ACTION
requirements, the ACTION may be taken in accordance with the specified time limits as
measured from the time of failure to meet the Limiting Condition for Operation.
Exceptions to these requirements are stated in the individual Specifications.

| This Specification is not applicable in OPERATIONAL MODE 4 or 5.

D. When an LCO is not met, entry into a MODE or other specified condition in the
Applicability shall not be made except when the associated ACTIONS to be entered permit
continued operation in the MODE or other specified condition in the Applicability for an
unlimited period of time. This Specification shall not prevent changes in MODES or other
specified conditions in the Applicability that are required to comply with ACTIONS.
Exceptions to these requirements are stated in the individual Specifications.

E. Equipment removed from service or declared inoperable to comply with ACTIONS may be
returned to service under administrative control solely to perform testing required to
demonstrate its OPERABILITY or the OPERABILITY of other equipment. This is an
exception to Specification 3.0.A and 3.0.B for the system returned to service under
administrative control to perform the testing required to demonstrate OPERABILITY.

QUAD CITIES -UNITS 1 & 2 3/4.0-1 Amendment Nos. 184, 181



Applicability B 3/4.0

BASES

requirements of the Limiting Condition for Operation are not met. If the new specification becomes
applicable in less time than specified, the difference may be added to the allowable outage time limits of
the second specification. However, the allowable outage time limits of ACTION requirements for a
higher MODE of operation may not be used lo extend the allowable outage time that is applicablc when
a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met in a lower MODE of operation.

The shutdown requirements of Specification 3.0.C do not apply in MODES 4 or 5, because the ACTION
requirements of individual specifications define the remedial measures to be taken.

Specification 3.0.D establishes limitations on a change in OPERATIONAL MODE(s) wt.~.1a Limiting
Condition for Operation is not met. it precludes placing the facility in a higher MODE of operation when
the requirements for a Limiting Condition for Operation are not met and continued noncompliance to
these conditions would result in placing the plant in an OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified
condition of operation in which the Limiting Condition for Operation does not apply to comply with the
ACTION requirements if a change in MODE(s) were permitted. The purpose of this specification is to
ensure that facility operation is not initiated or that higher MODE(s) of operation or other specified
conditions are not entered when corrective ACTION is being taken to obtain compliance with a
specification by restoring equipment to OPERABLE status or parameters to specified limits. Compliance
with ACTION requirements that permit continued operation of the facility for an unlimited period of time
provides an acceptable level of safety for continued operation without regard to the status of the plant
before or after a change in OPERATIONAL MODE(s). Therefore, in this case, entry into an
OPERATIONAL MODE or other specified condition may be made in accordance with the provisions of
the ACTION requirements. The provisions of this specification should not, however, be interpreted as
endorsing the failure to exercise good practice in restoring systems or components to OPERABLE
status before plant startup.

When a shutdown is required to comply with ACTION requirements, the provisions of Specification 3.0.D
do not apply because they would delay placing the facility in a lower MODE of operation.

Specification 3.0.€ establishes the allowance for restoring equipment to service under administrative
controls when it has been removed from service or declared inoperable to comply with ACTIONS. The
sole purpose of this Specification is to provide an exception to Specification 3.0.A and 3.0.B (e.g., to not
comply with the applicable Action(s)) to allow the performance of Surveillance Requirements to
demonstrate: '

a) The OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service; or

b) The OPERABILITY of other equipment.
The administrative controls ensure the time the equipment is returned to service in conflict with the
requirements of the ACTIONS is limited to the time absolutely necessary to perform the allowed

Surveillance Requirements. This Specification does not provide time to perform any other preventive or
corrective maintenance.

QUAD CITIES - UNITS 1 & 2 B8 3/4.0-3 Amendment Nos. 184, 181




Applicability B 3/4.0

BASES

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service is
reopening a containment isolation valve that has been closed to comply with Actions and must be
reopened to perform the Surveillance 1 2equirements.

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an inoperable channel or
trip system out of the tripped condition to prevent the trip function from occurring during the performance
of a Surveillance Requirement on another channel in the other trip system. A similar example of
demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an inoperable channel or trip system out
of the tripped condition to permit the logic to function and indicate the appropriate response during the
performance of a Surveillance Requirement on another channel in the same trip system.

QUAD CITIES -UNITS 1 &2 B 3/4.0-3a Amendment Nos. 184, 181
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C. 205¢ %0001

M LTH EDISON COMPANY
DOCKET NO. 50-373

LASALLE COUNTY STATION, UNIT 1
AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 132
License No. NPF-11

?

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A The application for amendment filed by the Commonwealth Edison Company
(the licensee), dated December 17, 1998, complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and
the Commission's regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter |;

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, the provisions of the
Act, and the regulations of the Commission;

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by this
amendment can be conducted without endangering the health and safety of the
public, and (ii) that such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission’s regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I,

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public; and

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the
Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have been satisfied.

2 Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifications as
indicated in the enclosure to this license amendment and paragraph 2.C.(2) of the
Facility Operating License No. NPF-11 is hereby amended to read as follows:
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(2) Technical Specifications and Environmental Protection Plan

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised through
Amendment No. 132 . and the Environmental Protection Plan contained in
Appendix B, with the Technical Specifications and the Environmenta! Protection
Plan.

3. This license amendment is effective are hereby incorporated in the license. The
licensee shall operate the facility in accordance as of the date of its issuance and shall
be implemented within 60 days.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

. ’ A&"‘"

Donna M. Skay, r’roject Manager

Project Directorate [ll-2

Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Da.e of Issuance: March 6, 1999



ATTACHMENT TQ LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 132
FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-11

DOCKET NO. 50-373

Replace the following pages of the Appendix "A" Technical Specifications with the enclosed
pages. The revised pages are identified by amendment number and contain a vertical line
indicating the area of change.

REMOVE ' INSERT
3/4 0-1 3/4 0-1
B 3/4 0-5 B 3/4 0-5

------- B 3/4 0-5a
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3/4.0 APPLICABILITY
LIMITING CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.0.| Compliance with the Limiting Conditions for Operation contained in the succeeding
Specifications is required during the OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS or other conditions spectfied
therein; except that upon failure to meet the Limiting Conditions for Operation, the associated
ACTION requirements shall be met, except as provided in Specification 306

3.0.2 Noncompliance with a Specification shall exist when the requirements of the Limiting
Condition for Operation and associated ACTION requirements are not met within the specified
time intervals, except as provided in Specification 3 0.6. If the Limiting Condition for Operation 1s
restored prior to expiration of the specified time intervals, completion of the ACTION requirements
is not required.

3.0.3 When a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met, except as provided in the associated
ACTION requirements, within 1 hour action shall be initiated to place the unit in an
OPERATIONAL CONDITION in which the Specification does not apply by placing tt. as applicable.
in )

1. At least STARTUP within the next 6 hours,
2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours, and
3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours

- Where corrective measures are completed that permit operation under the ACTION requirements,
the ACTION may be taken in accordance with the specified time limits as measured from the time
of failure to meet the Limiting Condition for Operation. Exceptions to these requirements are
stated in the individual Specifications.

This specification is not applicable in OPERATIONAL CONDITION 4 or §.

3.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL CONDITION or other specified CONDITION shall not be
made when the conditions for the Limiting Conditions for Operations are not met and the
associated ACTION requires a shutdown if they are not met within a specified time interval. Entry
into an OPERATIONAL CONDITION may be made in iaccord-nce with the ACTION requirements
when conformance to them permits continued operation of the facility for an unlimited period of
time. This provision shall not prevent passage through or to OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS as
required to comply with ACTION requirements. Exceptions to these requirements are stated in
the individual Specifications.

3.0.5 When a system, subsystem, train, component or device is determined to be inoperable
solely because its emergency power source is inoperable, or solely because its normal power
source is inoperable, it may be considered OPERABLE for the purpose of satisfying the
requirements of its applicable Limiting Condition for Operation provided: (1) its corresponding
normal or emergency power source is OPERABLE; and (2) all of its redundant system(s),
subsystem(s), train(s), component(s) and device(s) are OPERABLE, or likewise satisfy the
requirements of this specification. Unless both conditions (1) and (2) are satisfied, within 2 hours
action shall be initiated to place the unit in an OPERATIONAL CONDITION in which the applicable
Limiting Condition for Operation does not apply by placing it, as applicable, in:

1. At least STARTUP within the next 6 hours,
2. Atleast HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours, and
3 At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.

This specification is not applicable in OPERATIONAL CONDITION 4 or 5.

3.0.6 Equipment removed from service or declared inoperable to comply with ACTIONS may be
returned to service under administrative control solely to perform testing required to demonstrate
its OPERABILITY or the OPERABILITY of other equipment. This is an exception to Specification
3.0.1 and 3.0.2 for the system returned to service under administrative control to perform the
testing required to demonstrate OPERABILITY.

| ASAIHTF-LINIT 1 3/4 0.1 AMENDMENT NO 122
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the onsite Class 1E distribution system be OPERABLE. The ACTION statement provides a 24
hour out-of-service time when both required offsite circuits are not OPERABLE. If the definition
of OPERABLE were applied without consideration of Specification 3.0.5, all systems,
subsystems, trains, components and devices supplied by the inoperable normal power sources,
both of the offsite circuits, would also be inoperable. This would dictate invoking the applicable
ACTION statements for each of the applicable LCOs. However, the provisions of Specification
3.0.5 permit the time limits for continued operation to be consistent with the ACTION statement
for the inoperable normal power sources instead, provided the other specified conditions are
satisfied. In this case, this would mean that for one division the emergency power source must
be OPERABLE (as must be the components supplied by the emergency power source) and all
redundant systems, subsystems, trains, components and devices in the other division must be
OPERABLE, or likewise satisfy Specification 3.0.5 (i.e., be capable of performing their design
functions and have an emergency power source OPERABLE). in other words, both emergency
power sources 0 and 1A must be OPERABLE and all redundant systems, subsystems, trains,
components and devices in both divisions must also be OPERABLE. If these conditions are not
satisfied, action is required in accordance with this specification.

In OPERATIONAL CONDITION 4 or 5, Specification 3.0.5 is not applicable, and thus the
individual ACTION statement for each applicable Limiting Condition for Operation in these
OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS must be adhered to.

Specification 3 0.6 This specification establishes the allowance for restoring equipment to
sarvice under administrative controls when it has been removed from service or declared
inoperable to comply with ACTIONS. The sole purpose of this Specification is to provide an
exception to Specification 3.0.1 and 3.0.2 (e.g., to not comply with the applicable Action(s)) to
allow the performance of Surveillance Requirements to demonstrate:

a) The OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service; or
b) The OPERABILITY of other equipment.

The administrative controls ensure the time the equipment is returned to service in conflict with
the re Juirements of the ACTIONS is limited to the time absolutely necessary to perform the
allowed Surveillance Requirements. This Specification does not provide time to perform any
other preventive or corrective maintenance.

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service is
reopening a containment isolation valve that has been closed to comply with Actions and must
be reopened to perform the Surveillance Requirements.

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an inoperable
channel or trip system out of the tripped condition to prevent the trip function from occurring
during the performance of a Surveillance Requirement on another channel in the other trip
system. A similar example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an

LA SALLE - UNIT 1 B 3/4 0-5 Amendment No. 132
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3/4.0 APPLICABILITY
RASES

inoperable channel or trip system out of the tripped condition to permit the logic to function and
indicate the appropriate response during the performance of a Surveillance Requirement on
another channel in the same trip system.

Specifications 4.0.1 through 4.0.5 establish the general requirements applicable to Surveillance
Requirements. These requirements are based on the Surveillance Requirement stated in the
Code of Federal Regulations, 10 CFR 50.36(c)(3):

"Surveillance requirements are requirements relating to test, calibration, or inspection to
assure that the necessary quality of systems and components is maintained, that facility
operation will be within safety limits, and that the Limiting Conditions of Operation will be
met.” -

Specification 4.0.1 establishes the requirement that surveillances must be performed

during the OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS or other CONDITIONS for which the
requirements of the Limiting Conditions for Operation apply unless otherwise stated in an
individual Surveillance Requirement. The purpose of this specification is to ensure that
surveillances are performed to verify the operational status of systems and components and
that parameters are within specified limits to ensure safe operation of the facility when the
plant is in an OPERATIONAL CONDITION or other specified condition for which the
individual Limiting Conditions for Operation are applicable. Surveillance Requirements

do not have to be performed when the facility is in an OPERATIONAL CONDITION for
which the requirements of the associated Limiting Condition for Operation

LA SALLE - UNIT 1 B 3/4 0-5a Amendment No. 132
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 205850001

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY

DOCKET NOQ. 50-374
LASALLE COUNTY STATION, UNIT 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 117
License No. NPF-18

’

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A

E.

The application for amendment filed by the Commonwealth Edison Company
(the licensee), dated December 17, 1988, complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission’s regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I;

The facility will operate in conformity with the application, the provisions of the
Act, and the regulations of the Commission,

There is réasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by this
amendment can be conducted without endangering the health and safety of the
public, and (i) that such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I

The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public; and

The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the
Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have been satisfied.

Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical Specifications as
indicated in the enclosure to this license amendment and paragraph 2.C.(2) of the
Facility Operating License No. NPF-18 is hereby amended to read as follows:



(2) Technical Specifications and Environmental Protection Plan

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix A, as revised through
Amendment No. 117, and the Environmental Protection Plan contained in
Appendix B, are hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee shall operate
the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications and the
Environmental Protection Plan.

3 This license amendment is effective as of the date of its issuance and shall be
implemented within 60 days.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

i

o S

Donna M. Skay, Project Manager

Project Directorate Il1-2

Division of Licensing Project Management
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Attachment.
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Issuance: March 16, 1999
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ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. ! 17

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-18
DOQCKET NQ. 50-374

Replace the following pages of the Apnendix “A" Technical Specifications with the enclosed
pages. The revised pages are identified by amendment number and contain a vertical line

indicating the area of change.

REMOVE INSERT
3/4 0-1 3/4 0-1
B 3/4 0-5 B 3/4 0-5
B 3/4 0-5a
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L\M\TINQ CONDITION FOR OPERATION

3.0.1 Compliance with the Limiting Conditions for Operation contained in the succeeding
Specifications is required during the OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS or other conditions
specified therein, except that upon failure to meet the Limiting Conditions for Operation, the
associated ACTION requirements shall be met, except as provided in Specification 3.0.6.

3.0.2 Noncompliance with a Specification shall exist when the requirements of the Limiting
Condition for Operation and associated ACTION requirements are not met within the specified
time intervals, except as provided in Specification 3.0.6. !f the Limiting Condition for Operation
is restored prior to expiration of the specified time intervals, completion of the ACTION
requirements is not required.

3.0.3 When a Limiting Condition for Operation is not met. except as provided in the asscciated
ACTION requirements, within 1 hour action shall be initiated to place the unitin an
OPERATIONAL CONDITION in which the Specification does not apply by placing it, as
applicable, in:

1. At least STARTUP within the next 6 hours, ]
2 At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following 6 hours, and
3 At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.

Where corrective measures are completed that permit operation under the ACTION
requirements, the ACTION may be taken in accordance with the specified time limits as
measured from the time of failure to meet the Limiting Condition for Operation. Exceptions to
these requirements are stated in the individual Specifications.

This specification is not applicable in OPERATIONAL CONDITION 4 or &.

3.0.4 Entry into an OPERATIONAL CONDITION or other specified CONDITION shall not be
made when the conditions for the Limiting Conditions for Operations are not met and the
associated ACTION requires a shutdown if they are not met within a specified time interval.
Entry into an OPERATIONAL CONDITION may be made in accordance with the ACTION
requirements when conformance to them permits continued operation of the facility for an
unlimited period of time. This provision shall not prevent passage through or to OPERATIONAL
CONDITIONS as required to comply with ACTION requirements. Exceptions to these
requirements are stated in the individual Specifications

3.0.5 When a system, subsystem, train, component or device is determined to be inoperable
solely because its emergency power source is inoperatle, or solely because its normal power
source is inoperable, it may be considered OPERABLE for the purpose of satisfying the
requirements of its applicable Limiting Condition for Operation provided: (1) its corresponding
normal or emergency power source is OPERABLE: and (2) all of its redundant system(s),
subsystem(s), train(s), component(s) and device(s) are OPERABLE, or likewise satisfy the
requirements of this specification. Unless both conditions (1) and (2) are satisfied, within

2 hours action shall be initiated to place the unit in an OPERATIONAL CONDITION in which the
applicable Limiting Condition for Operation does not apply by placing it, as applicable, in:

1. At least STARTUP within the next 6 hours, .
2. At least HOT SHUTDOWN within the following & hours, and
3. At least COLD SHUTDOWN within the subsequent 24 hours.

This specification is not applicable in OPERATIONAL CONDITION 4 or 5.

3.0.6 Equipment removed from service or declared inoperable to comply with ACTIONS may
be returned to service under administrative control solely to perform testing required to
demonstrate its OPERABILITY or the OPERABILITY of other equipment. This is an exception
to Specification 3.0.1 and 3.0.2 for the system returned to service under administrative control
to perform the testing required to demonstrate OPERABILITY.

LA SALLE - UNIT 2 3/4 0-1 Am.endment No. 117



3/4.0 APPLICABILITY
BASES

hour out-of-service time when both required offsite circuits are not OPERABLE. If the definition
of OPERABLE were applied without consideration of Specification 3.0.5, all systems,
subsystems, trains, components and devices supplied by the inoperable normal power sources,
both of the offsite circuits, would also be inoperable. This would dictate invoking the applicable
ACTION statements for each of the applicable LCOs. However, the provisions of Specification
3.0.5 permit the time limits for continued operation to be consistent with the ACTION stotenient
for the inoperable normal power sources instead, provided the other specified conditionc are
satisfied. In this case, this would mean that for one division the emergency power source inust
be OPERABLE (as must be the components supplied by the emergency power source) and all
redundant systems, subsystems, trains, components and devices in,the other division must be
OPERABLE, or 'ikewise satisfy Specification 3.0.5 (i.e., be capable of performing their design
functions and have an emergency power source OPERABLE). In other words, both emergency
power sources 0 and 2A must be OPERABLE and all redundant systems, subsystems, trains,
components and devices in both divisions must also be OPERABLE. If these conditions are not
satisfied, action is required in accordance with this specification.

in OPERATIONAL CONDITION 4 or 5, Specification 3.0.5 is not applicable, and thus the
individual ACTION statement for each applicable Limiting Condition for Operation in these
OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS must be adhered to.

Specification 3.0.6 This specification establishes the allowance for restoring equipment to
service under administrative controls when it has been removed from service or declared
inoperable to comply with ACTIONS. The sole purpose of this Specification is to provide an

exception to Specification 3.0.1 and 3.0.2 (e.g., to not comply with the applicable Action(s)) to
allow the performance of Surveillance Requirements to demonstrate:

a) The OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service,; or
b) The OPERABILITY of other equipment.

The administrative controls ensure the time the equipment is returned to service in conflict with
the requirements of the ACTIONS is limited to the time absolutely necessary to perform the
allowed Surveillance Requirements. This Specification does not provide time to perform any
other preventive or corrective maintenance.

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service is
reopening a containment isolation valve that has been cjosed to comply with Actions and must
be reopened to perform the Surveillance Requirements.

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an inoperable
channel or trip system out of the tripped condition to prevent the trip function from occurring
during the performance of a Surveillance Requirement on another channel in the other trip
system. A similar example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an
inoperable channel or trip system out of the tripped condition to permit the logic to function and
indicate the appropriate response during the performance of a Surveillance Requirement on
another channel in the same trip system.

LA SALLE - UNIT 2 B 3/40-5 Amendment No. 117
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3/4.0 APPLICABILITY
BASES

Specifications 4.0.1 through 4.0.5 establish the general requirements applicable to Surveillance
Requirements. These requirements are based on the Surveillance Requirement stated in the
Code of Federal Regulations, ;0 CFR 50.36(c)(3):

"Surveillance requirements are requirements relating to test, calibration, or inspection to
assure that the necessary quality of systems and components is maintained, that facility
operation will be within safety limits, and that the Limiting Conditions of Operation will be
met."

Specification 4.0.1 establishes the requirement that surveillances must be performed during
the OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS or other CONDITIONS for which the requirements of the
Limiting Conditions for Operation apply unless otherwise stated in an individual Surveillance
Requirement. The purpose of this specification is to ensure that surveillances are performed to
verify the operational status of systems and components and that parameters are within
specified limits to ensure safe uperation of the facility when the plant is in an OPERATIONAL
CONDITION or other specified condition for which the individual Limiting Conditions for
Operation are applicab... Surveillance Requirements do not have to be performed when the
facility is in an OPERATIONAL CONDITION for which the requirements of the associated
Limiting Condition for Operation do not apply unless otherwise specified. The Surveillance
Requirements associated with a Special Test Exception are only applicable when the Special

LA SALLE - UNIT 2 B 3/4 0-5a Amendment No. 117
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SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. 172 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-19,
AMENDMENT NO. 167 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-23,

AMENDMENT NO. 184 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-29,

AMENDMENT NO. 181 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-30,

AMENDMENT NO. 132 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-11 AND

AMENDMENT NO. 117 _TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. NPF-18

" COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY

AND

MIDAMERICAN ENERGY COMPANY

DRESDEN NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNITS 2 AND 3,

CUAD CITIES NUCLEAR POWER STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2. AND

LASALLE COUNTY STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2

. DOCKET NOS. 50-237, 50-249, 50-254, 50-265, 50-373 AND 50-374

1.0 INTR TION

By letter dated December 17, 1998, the Commonwealth Edison Company (ComEd, the
licensee) submitted a license amendment request, *Returning Equipment to Service to
Demonstrate Operability.” The requested changes would modify the Technical Specifications
(TS) for the Dresden, Quad Cities and LaSalle stations. to incorporate administrative controls
which are currently approved for use in NUREG-1433, Revision 1, “Standard Technical
Specifications - General Electric Plants, BWR/4.” New TS 2.0.E provides an exception to TSs
3.0.A and 3.0.B, for Dresden and Quad Cities and new TS 3.0.6 provides an exception to TSs
3.0.1 and 3.0.2 for LaSalle, to return equipment to service under administrative control to
demonstrate its operability or the operability of other equipment. This exception applies only to

323 990316
ADOCK 05000237
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equipment that has been placed out of service, or declared inoperable, to comply with TS
ACTION statements.

2.0 BACKGROUND

This license amendment request has been submitted in accordance with 10 CFR 50.90.
Presently, the TS do not explicitly state the administrative controls necessary to return certain
types of equipment to service that were removed from service, or declared inoperable, in order
to comply with a TS ACTION statement.

For certain types of equipment, it is necessary to return that equipment to service for the
purpose of demonstrating that the equipment, or that other equipment, is operable through
post-maintenance testing or surveillances. For example, a containment isolation valve that was
closed to comply with an ACTION statement must be opened to demonstrate its operability.
Another example is an inoperable instrument channel such as the main steam high radiation
monitors that were placed in a tripped state to comply with an ACTION statement need to be
removed from a tripped condition to complete functional testing to demonstrate the operability
of another channel in the same system. Consequently, the current TSs may prevent placing
certain types of equipment back into service which may reduce the margin of safety and
preclude appropriate and necessary testing.

Therefore, the licensee has requested to incorporate the administrative controls currently
approved for use in NUREG-1433, Revision 1, “Standard Technical Specifications - General
Electric Plants, BWR/4."

3.0 EVALUATION

The proposed change is to add Specification 3.0.E[6] (unique changes to LaSalle are indicated
by [ ]). along with the Bases, to the Dresden, Quad Cities, and LaSalle station's TSs and revise
Specifications 3.0.A[1] and 3.0.B[2] to reference Specification 3.0.E[6] as an exception.

Specification 3.0.E[6] states:

Equipment removed from service or declared inoperable to comply with ACTIONS may
be returned to service under administrative control solely to perform testing required to
demonstrate its OPERABILITY or the OPERABILITY of other equipment. This is an
exception to Specification 3.0.A[1] and 3.0.B[2] for the system returned to service under
administrative control to perform the testing required to demonstrate OPERABILITY.

The Bases for Specification 3.0.E[6] states:

Specification 3.0.E[6] establishes the allowance for restoring equipment to service under
administrative controls when it has been removed from service or declared inoperable to
comply with ACTIONS. The sole purpose of this Specification is to provide an exception
to Specification 3.0.A[1] and 3.0.B[2] (e.g.. to not comply with the applicable Action(s))
to allow the performance of Surveillance Requirements to demonstrate:



a) The OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to service; or
b) The OPERABILITY of other equipment.

The administrative controls ensure the time the equipment is returned to service \n
conflict with the requirements of the ACTIONS is limited to the time absolutely
necessary to perform the allowed Surveillance Requirements. This Specification does
not provide time to perform any other preventive or corrective maintenance.

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of the equipment being returned to
service is reopening a containment isolation valve that has been closed to comply with
Actions and must be reopened to perform th2 Surveillance Requirements.

An example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY of other equipment is taking an
inoperable channel or trip system out of the tripped condition to prevent the trip function
from occurring during the performance of a Surveillance Requirement on another
channel in the other trip system. A similar example of demonstrating the OPERABILITY
of other equipment is taking an inoperable channel or trip system cut of the tripped
condition to permit the logic to function and indicate the appropriate response during «he
performance of a Surveillance Requirement on another channel in the same trip system.

The proposed change by the licensee is consistent with NUREG-1433, Revision 1, in that it
provides the necescary administrative controls that are required to perform the testing to return
certain types of equipment back into service. These new administrative controls may enhance
overall plant safety by returning systems or components important to safety to operable status
in a more timely manner. Therefore, the proposed changes are acceptable.

4.0 STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission’s regulations, the lllinois State official was notified of the
proposed issuance of the amendments. The State official had no comments.

5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendments change a requirement with respect to the installation cr use of a facility
component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20. The NRC staff has
determined that the amendments involve no significant increase in the amounts, and no
significant change in the types, of any effluents that may be released offsite, and that there is
no significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure. The
Commission has previously issued a proposed finding that the amendments involve no
significant hazards consideration, and there has been no public comment on such finding

(64 FR 4153). Accordingly, the amendments meet the eligibility criteria for categorical
exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9). Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b), no environmental
impact statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in connection with the
issuance of the amendments.



6.0 CONCLUSION

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that: (1) there
is reasonable assurance that the hnalth and safety of the public will riot be endangered by '
operation in the proposed manner, (2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations, and (3) the issuance of the amendments will not be inimical to the
common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributor: Robert M. Pulsifer
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